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WASHINGTON, D. C,
The Federal Judiciary.

SPEECH OF HON. PHILEMON BLISS,
of oiiio,

1 ; THE U.S. HOUSE OF representatives,
February 7, 1859.

Mr. BLISS, of Jdhio, said :
M it. Chairman : Debate on the appropriation

bill for the judiciary having been closed, I am

driven to that exhaustless mine, the President'smessage, now uncler consideration. True
to his early instincts, he again appeals to the
Supreme Court, as authority for politiral opinions,and indirectly approves an old dogma, recentlyendorsed in the report of a Democratic
t mmittee of my own legislature, " that the de«'.ii.»ns' of the Supreme Court, upon constitu

.
'

_»__j _« ... ~r ,k.
imam questions, must siauu m a j>«i i ui

instrument itself, until they are reversed." It is
to c jrubal tbat'ultra Federal dogma, and to explainthe provisions of certain bills of ray own,
that I projtose to sneak.

During the last session of this Congress, the
Judiciary Committee reported against a bill in;r >'l;ii f'l Ly me, repealing the twenty-fifth seciiunof the judiciary act of 1789, and curtailing
li.e Aaltr'i* cjrj 'U powers of the United States
j iges. 1 had then no opportunity to express my
v.uws upon the subject-matter of the bill. There
i? now before the same committee a bill intro«!seed by rne, to prevent the packing of juries in

tvin.ii court. O! Ohio. I shall not hereafter
rbnrt tin responsibility of Federal legislation;
and, d 'lpairing cf present uetion, I should, per1ps,«Outeut myself by letting the bills themselvesexpress my views. But 1 find myself con<-traici! to speak. Amid the din of crowding

ents, I may fail to get a hearing ; yet I cannot
return to ray people without giving vent to my
beep conviction of the dangers to the citizen and
to via i lermtive system from the encroachments
oi the Federal courts.
We justly praise the Federal Constitution,
,t r.i .i< ui, in its imple. its comprehensive

grandeur, will ever command the homage of mant'.uii.Kven when the infidelity of u degenerate
people, tiitra|iling on its guarantees, abusing its
j, wers, spurning its reservations, shall render its
t, ,_ nint provisions a curse, the instrument
it-elf will deserve none the less revorence, but
only prove that liberty and law, justice and tranquillity,are the result of a spirit, and not a form ;
n sentiment, and not a parchment. But we speak
In us of the Constitution in reference to the times
and our jouner experience. It has grave defects

l not sutli ieutly guarding its provisions from
abuse; in not providing against dangers then
unseen, but which now command the most seriousalarm
As we were to have a Government as well as a

league, a separate judicial department became,
or was deemed, essential. This judiciary must
oi c on <t ci.'/riizance of cases ariging under
the Constitution and laws. It must in such cases

decide ujK»n the powers in the Constitution and
r;j<on the reserved rights of the States. There is
no avoiding this, whenever a case arises that in>lv«.tin tie < --i',y of considering them.

It is one of the evils arising from every written
fV.nat-'ftjlion. from the tart that it is written, that
h court may so twist its language as to enforce as

fundamental law. provisions undreamed of when

adopted. We feel this evil in the States, and seek
to guard against it by Judicial responsibility, by
limiting jurisdiction, and, abova all, by giving
health to opinion. Kvils like these were un-

iiown to oar fathers. The great danger, now

so p .tent, in giving to a permanent body of men
;i,e |k»wct, without responsibility, to interpret,
even in causes ot a judicial character, the Con*
t iit ution and Federal laws, and to decide the
extent of their own powers, Beeined not to have
oppressed them. They regarded the judiciary as

weak, and needing strength. It had not been a

power in the colonies ; it had not been a power
in the devolution. Mr. Hamilton says : '* Tbe
jadietary, from tbe nature of its functions, will
always be the least dangerous to the political
tights of the Constitution," (Federalist, No. 78.)
And thus he always spoke. It is evident, also,
fconi Mr. Madison s convention report, that the
fiolitical influence ot ilu* judiciary was not

feared, (Eijiot .r<, -183.) Our kugljsh model had
no power to nullify, only to interpret, and a

false though iunoceut interpretation was easily
remedied by appeal to the Lords, or by a newenactment.Hence the spectacle of a gowned
c onclave, gravely setting aside statutes and constitutionsof sovereign Hates , enforcing powers
not granted in the compact, and against the expressreservations cf the States ; with eager *eal

I evereing tbe w hole current of authority and law,
to make universal a local and exceptional despotism; prompting its ministers to mayhem and
murder, sure of their illegal shield, never darkenedour fathers' vit-ion. Had a tithe of what
we Stupidly suffer teen anticipated by them, the
Federation itself would have been an impossibility; lit It-aiit. tbe court would have La-en but a

Haiudiou's dream of a life Kxecutive and Senate.
Hut they had seen the English danger of dependenceupon tbe King, and, mistaking a phrase for
a fait, thought they saw tbe English remedy in
' independence of the judiciary."

There never was a more serious mistake.
There is now. there was then, no such thing in

England as the independence of the judiciary.
Tbe most important judicial otticer.the Lord
Chancellor.the only one w ho possesses any poIlitical power, comes and goes with every Administration; and all the other judges are subject to
removal by a bare majority of the Parliament.
The power that changes an Administration can

legally disrobe a whole bench ; and the «onsciocstiessof that fact, with the denial of all poJ
litical power to the counnou-law judges, has
been the true conservator of the English courts.
No, it is the ' responsibility ot the judiciary '

that has redeemed the English bench. " Independenceof the judiciary " simply meant independenceof the Crown, tvith responsibility to
the people. Words are sometimes the vail as
well ns the mirror of tilings; aud the phrase,
tiotli true and false, kept out of eight the real
bar.i ler of the great English reform, and die-

fated the strange tenure of our judges, and blind
d the Conpress ot 17m» to the (tower their jurisdictionover the .States might give them. Tht
" scarecrow of impeachment''.that laughingstuckof irrespot^iliiiity was weakly trusted ti

irighteB those whose unchecked a ill might make
* ' .ir aid monopolists and demagogues to tuaLe anc

unmake constitutions and laws.
And, besides, it cannot be denied that the con

eervatism of 17«7 and 17eif* dared not fully t<
tru?t the people. I am often surprised at it
blindness now, as then. Timid and usually lion
est, it allows the sagacity of the ostrich, am

the clearsightedness of the owl at noonday
Conservatism would treat man as a child, to b
always led ; .»r a wild beast, to be always cagod
while Democratic Republicanism regards him a

a rational being, to be developed; a perso
clothed with the responsibilities and charge
with the duties of majority. Conservatism woui
guide '.im and sustaiu Lini ouly, of course, t

1 pievetit Biischicf to himself, it would keep hit
from the water till h»- bud learned to swiut
would withhold a un till he lis i learned it
u-e; would measure lbs daily food, for fear h
wot.id ... v i,u.'! burrourd biia by
police to prevent him from jo^tljug and Lein
jostled in hi- walks ; while Republication woul
bid him plunge in the stream, shoulder his ojv
weapon, regulate his o*.vu diet, and thread b:
S>wn pathway.

Were development unnecessary, and could w

always insure both wisdom and goodness in oc

rulers, there might be some excuse for conservi
tism. The good, though somewhat tuylhici
Incas, were said to have made a people* happ
though they kept them babes, waiting to yiei
to the first assault. Hut our experience shov
us that power alway corrupts, and the c^asciou;
uess of irres(>onsibility only stimulates the selfii
passions. The ouly true conservatism teachi
(,ersoual independence in the citizen, and stri
responsibility in every department of Goven
meat. It is true, the people may become co

nipt; but, atas! where, then, can we look?
a man cannot govern himself, how can we tru
him to govern others? If he fail to himself, w
he submit to the wise? Or, rather, will he n

become the prey of the unscrupulous, or the t
rant of his fellows ? Surrounded by those fori
that shall check passion, protect the jndividui
and reader impotent sudden tumult, tub eicori
more honest and as apt to be wise as their se

rants, must govern the governors.be the ti
banal before whom all tribunals bow. The co

scioueness of this responsibility alone can raa

the corrupt heed bis way; alone can make tl
judge, as well as the legislator, tempted to pa
der to a private interest, or break down a p«
sonal s&l'eguard, pause to see whether he can gi
a good reason for his act.one that shall satis
an honest master, and one that shall accoid wi
those fundamental principles he has sworn, a
they have more than sworn, to follow.

This blander in the Constitution was great
aggravated by the conree of those into who
hands its first administration fell. Unfortunate
they were net satisfied with its simple powei
They honestly believed it but " a rope of sand
and sought, by forced constructions, to tort;
and strengthen it. 1 speak not to blame. Tb
were great and patriotic then; but men w

feared anarchy more than despotism, licen

0

more than power, and who only sought to en- Cc
large what they deemed the basis of our liberty, wl
The people could not always be dazzled by the du
names of Washington and the revolutionary he- an

roes.all naturally on the side of a strong Gov- St

ernment; they were passing away; and some tb
refuge from their own passions must be furnish- wi
ed the people, or the fruits of the Revolution pc
would be only strife and impotency. Fortunately, Lf
the Constitution had provided a tribunal, irre- B(
sponsible and dignified, and filled by those who T1
deeply sympathized in their fears. This tribunal, of
if sufficiently strengthened, might be able to an

build upon this Constitution the ark of our de- on

liverance. ul
There were two obvious ways of strengthen- rei

ing it. First, by extending its jurisdiction ; and wi
second, by giving it supreme sway over the
minds of the people. ^

In jurisdiction, they at once succeeded as fully su
as could be desired by the most devoted Federalist.In reading over the twenty-fifth section of
the Judiciary act of 1789,1 have often wondered ^
at the tameness of the States, thus at once made ^
vassals. If the Federal court may not only try
"cases" arising under the constitution; ir, in

,

such cases primarily brought in it, it may not SU1

only solve for itself the doubt as to whether it ad

may be a Federal or is a State case merely; l"M

whether a power has been yielded or withheld ;
but if, whenever any State tribunal, the tribunal a =

off a sovereignty per se, equally bound to observe ,l1^
the Constitution, aud possessing larger powers,
shall decide that a power is " reserved," und not sir

''delegated," this Federal court may step in and ^
take from it jurisdiction, upon mere claim of a , ^
party, then, indeed, the federation becomes really t u
a nation, and the discretiouary overseer of the
States. Though many seem to have lost sight
of it, yet it is really against the jurisdiction given
by that section, that the struggles of the State-

^
rights Republicans have been ever since directed.
Why it has not been repealed, 1 greatly wonder. j'j
Why this club should be continued in the hands

ue
of this court, always rampant against the States,
is passing strange.

But perhaps a solution may be found in the ^second method adopted by the Nationals, then,
as now, to give permanence to their views. ^We bow to opinion, not force. Hierarchies and j.
thrones rest upon the superstition of men. Blind
reverence is always relied on to aiierish authority
that reason disowns. The friends of this court
and its claims have sought to clothe it in the e

robes of majesty, and to enthrone it upon the 4>'J
seat of 9erene infallibility. We treat our State '

court9 with the freedom that belongs to human
tribunals; approving when right, condemning
when wrong. But when, from yon mysterious 1

vault, the enrobed nine send forth their tomes,
befogging by their diiTuseness even when an- f'1
nouncing the plainest principles, and still more

11

bewildering by " words without knowledge," c.^
when essaying some new constitutional con-

w

struction, as they call their attacks upon the !"*
rights of the States and their citizens, we are

taught to bow without question, as the faithful su

to the decrees of the Grand Lama.
Having thus given the Federal court control

over the State Judiciary, and taught a super-
V1

stitious reverence for its opinions, a single con- J*,1'
stitutional interpolation only became necessary,
to make its authority complete. The Constitution
gives jurisdiction in certain "cases," i. e., suits *

between parties. If this authority could be ex-
68

tended to all questions, as well us cases, the most n(

ardent centralizer could ask no more. It is plain, <l'

that if i seek an advantage, a right under a writteninstrument, whether it be a constitution, stat- '

ute, or contract, 1 must be governed by the con- J1.1
struction given the instrument by the tribunal 11

whose aid I invoke. This is equally true, whether m!
I seek the intervention of a Federal or a State w.
court, executive officer, Legislature, or umpire. w

Each power will give me relief in the specific Wl

case, as it understands my rights under the instrument,and must, necessarily, so far construe .e
that instrument; but logive decisions upon questionsand principles by which other departments
or tribunals of equal authority shall be bound in *'

other cases, is quite another thing.
If the idea could be generally infused into the

public mind that this court had jurisdiction to f.l
decide all constitutional questions; could be *

made, like the councils, the final arbiter of faith, c"

by whose opinions upon the political theory supposedto be involved in the cause all should be "

bound, the end of the consolidation party would
be attained. Law and order would erect its
throne upon the seat of liberty and law, the pii
democratic element be held in check by the arm
of power and the sentiment of loyalty; and from
a disjointed Confederacy would spring a great v<
and consolidated empire. To thus infuse that Iq
idea, was directed every energy. True, Mr. cj
Jetferson and a few others have always fought
against it; but they seem almost to have fought
in vain. [See appendix.] From then till now, i.,
the leading Federal idea has possessed the publicmind. LPgiaJ»~^rJ| Presidents, orators, essay- a

ists, whether consert&t|yg or demagogue, con- q,
stantly, aud with confidence, appealing to the 0|
varying and contradictory opinions o!' Federal b<
judges, deuounce the impious dissenter. Does a fr
Uuited States Bank, looking in vain to the Con- a|
stitutlon itself, demand a continued existence, its ju
Webster, with a power alone his own, rallies us '(
to the support of its shield, the court, as the y
final arbiter of all constitutional questions. (j,
Does the genius of prr»>)iiHl despotism, from its "0]
local abode, look with jealousy upon our joyous y,
Freedom, and seek to cut off the great domain ij

j from its enjoyment, the ready opinion of an [j
eager court is proclaimed by the President as tl
the ultimatum j audi from that opinion alone, p
Slavery is enforced as Ihe general law. Dot3 c«
the State, tired of monopoly, seek to grant to a!
others the same privilege1 hitherto given alone u
to a corporation, or to otherwise change the law tI

creating it, we tind the court making the strange p
discovery that all charters are contracts, and ti

j beyond the control of the State. Thus all cor- 0

'| poratton*, a.nd the multitudes interested in corporations,oppressor;, and the multitudes whose j,
chief glory is to hate the subjects of oppression, 0

instinctively rally around this court, a;i;l wonder a

that any one can doubt its final authority upon ,]
all questions as well as u cases." I,
Of all the departments of the Government,

the Supreme' Court should be the last one to r
decide political questions. If the people are /<
the source of power, if they adopt th«-ir funda- 11

mental lay, they must ultimately give it construction.it i3 possible that they intended to a

give to a body of eight or U n men, chosen for life, c

and utmost wholly irresponsible to them, power ?
i to modify and change their Constitution at j
, pleasure, as some new light or new influence c

1 shall inspire them. It is not possible thai the «

Slates intended to give their sovereignty to such £
- keeping The blunder of its creation and it; >

j early powers.those strange oversights that great »

s men might be guilty of, who were intent alone c

- upon traditional dangers, and, scanning tie h:s- t

i tory of all people, found neither example nor t

peril, because their system itcrlf was witlibut j
e precedent, caunot be thus interpreted. Xo ; the t

; people of the States, both through their several '

s State Gor^rnments and their Federal represent- <

n atives, are ttie o. iy rower that can legitimately i
d decide these questions. 4r.'' if the Federal l
d court, after they have heroine so unequivocally (
o j decided, shall, in rases before them, refuse to
n conform to Siub decision, then it becomes the
i; j duty of the people " to atier or abolish i*

J The character of that court's decision j dtriaud
(1 that we bold it strictly to the lew. 1 have - »tli- |
» ing to say of the judges peri .nally ; 1 &upj>. »

P them to be like other men, generally bii.i «t, but
J liable to be sw ayed by private interest, cia& or
u local jealousies, and party passions, and nee-ling,
is likp others, the restraining influence of the terrorsof accountability. I have alluded to some of
e their decisions j i have no time to speak of them
ir at length, and will content n.y^!f with quoting a

i- critichin of Chief Justice Bartley, ot my own

il State, only remarking that his criticism lias been
y, endorsed by the Democratic party of Ohio by re-

Id nomination for the Supreme bench immediately
rs after it was made:
5" " It is a remarkable fact, that almost every now arrant
ill able stretch of |>ower by Congress has been sustained by the
>s Supreme Court of the Cnitot Mates. This Is a matter of pub.I lie hisujry The alien auit sedition laws; the vexatious regu

latum* ot U,e embargo and nou-intercourse acts; the art to

a-I iiKor|>orate the Haul, cf the lTnited states;" * * "the
r. recent bankrupt law;" t 'these., and numerous
,, >4Iter acts which might he meniaauid, D'"r repealed. and

now wholly repudmt'-d by the force of pub'lio MDi&tept as
St j unwarranted by the Constitution, received a ready sanction
ill in the iJyM'iiie Court of the United States. In view3 of the

utnuistakable dn-iaiwition manifested bvtli.it tribuniS to enlargethe powers of Ike jOenoral Government by ediisirucv-tiou; hi view of the tact that it luis fakati under its protection
lis almost every species of Cof|ioration, poluifiai, j* cuniary, and
j elremos} nary; in view of its repeated encroachments on the
' sovereignty of the States, by annulling laws which in no wav

.E, whatever concerned the atlairs <«t the Federal Government,
,r. j or interfered with the progr.-ss of its legitimate adiiunistra

turn, >t must be admitted. though much to be lamented, that
the decision# ot that tribunal have not onlv lost much ot

II- their moral uiBueru.,- kut much weight asjndVml authority,
ke die courts of the State.) ".a Uh;. state Reports, jwge 379

I do not disown judicial authority, or deny its
n* influence, outside the given case. Every judi'r*cial decision, whether State or Federal, is entivetied to respect; and if it soulo a disputed point
fy upon the baais of reason, should be followed by
ll1 other courts. The judicial maxim, " stare decisis,'
Q(* means, this and no more, in the relations of the

Federal and State courts, an additional rule pretlyvails. The construction of a Federal statute by
is'e thf Federal courts Bhould be followed in the
ly, State courtfl; and, conversely, the construction
rs. of State statutaa by State courts is binding on

;the Federal. Vet this rule only applies when
ify exclusive jurisdiction over the subject-matter of
cy the statute, or the constitutionality of the statute,
bo is admitted. Hence, when the federation asi»eguinea personal jurisdiction not granted in the
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institution, as in punishing for crimes over la
iich no jurisdiction is given them, it is the di
ity of the State to disregard such assumption, w

id vindicate its reservations; and when the re

utc seeks to punish for acts nnder Federal au- fe
ority, as for collecting imposts, the Federation th
11 disregard such attempt, and vindicate its of
wers. In such cases, neither the decisions of Si
gislatures or courts have any binding force, so

I not alarmed at ihe collisions that thus arise. Fi
ley show that we have not lapsed into the calm in
despotism. Through them, Freedom breathes, hi

» . i:<-_ t» »U.. K.
m ^reai principles renew men inc. ib IB luc *J\

dy way by which the public reason, that must ei

timately decide all these questions, can be di- Si
cted to their solution; and we shall be the cc

iser and better for the collisions. te
CC

The twenty-fifth section of the judiciary act, ^
liich I propose to repeal, provides for a direct ^
pervision of the State courts by the Federal
iiciary, whenever they decide against a party
10 claims privilege or exemption by virtue of
derai authority ; though, if the decision is in
ror of such party, however erroneous, his op-
nent is without remedy. i

Sac. 23. * * * That u liuul juilgmeut or decree in acy
t iii tbe highest court ol' law or equity M'a State in winch
ecisiou ol the suit couhl be hail, where is drawn in ques to
i the validity of a treaty or statute ol', or au authority ex- ta
iseil under, the United States, and the decision is utrainst .

,r validtty; or where is drawn lu question the validity of
ilatutu ol, or an authority exercised under, any State, on 11
ground of their being repugnant to the Constitution, trea- re

i, or laws, of the United States,and the decision is in favor ^idelt tlieir validity; or where is drawn in question theconuctionof any clause oflhe-f.'oiistitutioii, or of a treaty, or P<
tutc of, or commission held under, the United States, and tb
'decision is against the title, right, privilege, or exemp- (t

u, specially set up or claimed by either party under siu li
une of tlie sai l Constitution. tre.uy, statute, or couunis jn
ii, may be re-examined and reversed or attirnied in the is
preiue Court of the United States, upon a w rit of error," ^
..1 Vaital UlaUs SUiluUx at Laryt, page t>0. |
Titis section of the statute is one of the ungreetederrors of those who so early sought to ^itionalize this Federation ; the principle of it is
sarly vicious. I speak not now of the twelfth ^
ction, which is subject to some of the same

jectious. in
All cases, either at law or equity, fall under .

e jurisdictiou either exclusively of the Federal, ^

clusively of the State, or concurrently of the
c£

ate and Federal courts, wherever the suit is
st instituted. When the jurisdiction is exclude,any similar proceedings elsewhere are absotelyvoid. There is uo necessity for either a jy
ideral or State court to review on error the ^
unions of a tribunal that has no jurisdition in
e case. They may be treated as a uullity; and
e court having exclusive jurisdiction will pro- pj
ed as though no other proceedings had been ,

ld-
. . h,

In nearly all the cases in which jurisdiction is
at

ven by the Constitution to tbe Federal courts, ^
is admitted that th) State courts have con- ^

irrent jurisdiction. And the question arises, ^
bether the State courts, having properly acquidjurisdiction, are courts inferior to the Federal QJ
the sense that their final decision should be
hject to review on appeal on error to the Fedalcourts? j ^Ohio has as yet always submitted to such re-

ew, and in cases deeply affecting her sever-

?nty. I would not counsel our own Supreme
mrt, for a light cause, to refuse obedience; yet g(
e signs indicate tl at the time may soon come
ben such refusal will become a duty. Acqui- a,
cence in this Federal supervision has been by
> means universal. Virginia [see Appendix] fid Georgia have openly and with impunity re- ^idiated the right of Federal review, and it has j
:cn often questioned in other States. State jillification is always a dangerous, though some-
lies a necessary, remedy. Congress should re- ^
ove the temptation by the repeal of a statute,
bich any State at pleasure may nullify, and for

mbich we lind no constitutional authoritj', as I
ill show. J

If the Federal court may lawfully review a linal ^icision in the courts of the Suites, that authorrof course is given in the Constitution. Judge
arshall, in Cohens r.«. Virginia, (0 Wheaton, 204,
e page 410.) claims that the words of the Con- |itution "give to the Supreme Court appellate CJrisdiction, in all cases arising under the Con-

^itutious, laws, and treaties, of the United States. ^be words are broad enough to comprehend all ^
ises of this description, in whatever court they ej
ay he decnicd." Let us see what are these so
oatf words: j,
" 1. Tin- jiiiix ll |«.wor of the United States shall be j

>t< <lku one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts at

Cutfyrm mayfrom time to timi ordain and niabti.k. The 01
both of the Supr> iin- and inferior courts, shall bold u

eir otUccs." kr. _ m
This is very express. The judicial power is w

ssted in the Supreme Court and courts created h
t Conyrees, not "in whatever court" certain z«
ises "may be decided."
Again, immediately following: tl
" St'\ 2. Thejuan-l.il power Wiull extend to all casce lu
nr anil equity arising uuili.-r this Const.uitiou/' ke 111

What judicial power, pray? That of any of ci

whatever court" may decide constitutional S
lestions? So it would seem, from the language oi

'Judge Marshall; and such would seem to have di
en the idea of those good old Federalists who di
anted this twenty-fifth section. But, in looking 1>1
the simple instrument itself, we see that "the |»l

idicial power" is the "judicial power of the in

nited States " just spoken of, and is vested in a tl
upreine Court, and in other courts createdCyCon- b
esx. The judicial power of the several States, h
r of foreign States, may extend to these cases, S
et not by irtue of this instrument If a plain- e
tl' bring a defendant inlo the courts of Great a

ritain, or of New Vork, and claim a right, or h
ic defendant claim an exemption under the f<
eder;,l Constitution, or laws, or treaties, such o

jurt must necessarily decide the claim. They o

re ci.urta of general jurisdiction, and decide jt
pon all claims lawfully brought before them, c

nder whatever Constitutions or laws they arise,
ut they do not so decide by virtue of this sec- 1<
on, and their power is not " the judicial power jt
f the United fjtaUs "i t|
The second paragraph of this second section U

rovidc% directly for this appellate jurisdiction e

f thA^upreme Court. It is the only pretended ti

uthority for the twentj fifth section of the ju-
iciary act; and 1 ask a careful atiention to its y
inguage: ''

'-tii til ras--- afli cling alalia, sudors kc the Supreme m
imrl iU.d! have oriental J0r.sdn-.tien. In nil nll» r cases be- ti

mehtii'iuii, the Supremo Court shall have appellate juris-
ictien,; xl. n

What eases are "before mentioned?" Why, ;N(
,11 those enumerated eases to which "the judi- i,
ial powt r shall extend.'' The judicial power of a

iew York? of Great Britain? No; but "the j11
udieii.l power of the United States, "vested in 'r
>ne Supreme Court, and in s^ch inferior courts
is the Congress may from time to time establish." '

;o we see that the " appellate jurisdiction " is t
lot from State court3 or foreign courts at all; v

iud " the words" are not " broad enough to 1

:omprchend all cases " involving a construction 0

>f Federal laws, &c., "in whatever court they
ijay be decided." ! |
But, a.; if conscious that the words of the

Constitution were ppt broad enough to give
'appellate jurisdiction" from aav but thpse
rout t j iu which the judicial power ot the United
States is vested, and which arc created by Congress,the same learned judge, in the same case,
page *. 14, 41j,j infers this power uot from any
crc'V but from his idea of the general relationof the Federal and Slate Governments.

\Ve-ilia4, ih:a in a taovcromont ncknoTlcUgcdly su- <
l>, w ili |< 11<> ill. ts i.| v ,t.,l aueri st to tiie na-

,.i. It. r. it t t'.i.ir." um"..st-t» ut w.t'.i m- .ml rcaaou.t.r in-
,1 tiUi-' i;ili the nut'.re oi (-''jv.Ttm.eiit, m making all its

it, ) M Mm n.>i. thbee ami
in :i aryto ir utiaiuuieut. Tl.e exercise of

It.. iu ., u . r over tIk ia.igiu. ills of Uiu t-t:ito trtl.uii w , ti L >y aiitli I.. If the Cot. t tiit.oii or iaws of Uie
I'o.lT.i ri:ial to the att iiruiK i.tol Ibos.; objects."
* * j gr.-ias I," be :t rorroUary fobtn this political
iixioiu. ,ii..i the ft»l. ,al courts euou.tl ci|j|tr| pma«t8 vxcln:ve jiir'.siliclion in such eases, or a power to revise tlic ju.lg
mei.t linden-,! in tln-m l»y the ^tato tribunals."

Pe^inpi they "should ;" but, to see whether
they i<ctu»lly do possess it, we must look to the
Constitution itself, either for an express grant of
the jurisdiction, or to yce whether it is a direct
inl'ert'n.e from an express grant. The judicial
power ot the United States is expressly granted
to the Supreme Court, and to such inferior courts
as Oojbgross may establish. Appellate jurisdictioni# expressly given to the Supreme (Jourt in
cases^ver which judicial power is thus granted.
Laws; to carry into execution these express
irran!< should IirOVlde for the nrrrnniTatinn nt' thia

Supreme and these inferior courts, and for error
ana - ;p"^l from the latter to the former. So
far a«L jurisdiction ij ;?"cerncd, they should do
no lea:; tkry rati do uo morr. And yei ib;s learnedjudge.and truly learned he must have been,
to have established his strange constructions.
has diicofered an implied power, nqt "to make
all litre which shall be nepetsary and proper for
carry-tig Into executionthe powers espressly
gjint^d; but he implies a power from his own
tlieor» of the general character and relations of
the l^^cral and State Governments. The FederalGovernment is supreme; therefore its court
has Appellate jurisdiction over the State courts!
So I n ight s^y the State Governments are supren'eand therefore the ftlste courts 6hould
havC ippellate jurisdiction over the federal,The?* uth is, the law is supreme, and not the
court tbough each is superior to the other in
their,* wn forum, and within their own exclusive
juriedf :tion; bnt when the jurisdiction is concurred1, they are equals; and the Federal Constitutiongives no color lo the idea that there is
any dependence or subordination of one to the
others The Federal courts, being of special and
limit*.; jurisdiction, can only pass upon the

j rigbts.>of litigants where certain specific quesItions - ~e in.olved; and in such cases, so far as
is ne^/jsary, must interpret Constitutions and

* *
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vs. The State courts, being of general junction,may pass upon the rights of litigaats,
hatever the question involved, unless expressly
strained. If a party bases his claim or denceupon a law of England or France, or upon
e Constitution or laws of any other State, or
the United States, it becomes the duty of this

late court to construe such laws, by whatever
>vereignty enacted. Because England and
ranee and the several States are each superior
the enactment of their own laws, will error

»nce lie to their courts ? I admit there would
i more propriety, tcere the power granted, ia the
tercise by the Supreme Court of the United
tates of appellate jurisdiction from the State
>urts, than in its exercise by courts of extrarritorialjurisdiction. But the reasoning of the
>urt, when it leaves the record to flounder in
ie mire of conjecture, applies as well to one as
e other.
But it is said the Constitution, and laws of the
nited States in pursuance thereof, are the su

emelaw. Most true ; but does it follow that
;uce the Supreme Court of the United States
is appellate jurisdiction over the State courts i
lie State judges are all sworn to support the
anstitution of the United States ; they are sworn
administer its laws. Except in actions periningto the realty, they cau only hear comaintsagainst persons within the bailiwick.

ucbc juuges ore lucir uaiurui firuienurs, ttuu, its

presentatives of the local sovereign, ought to
?cide all local tenures. The plaintiff who ap*alsto them, and the defendant who sits under
eir shadow, cannot complain of their decision.
The supreme law of the land" is just as bindgupon them as upon a Federal court; and there
no reason to believe they will not administer
as honestly, as impartially. Most of the rea-

ining of the Federal court, in assuming this
ipeliate jurisdiction, is a mean imputation upon
ieir integrity. I have yet to learn that the
xirts of the States, at least snch of them as
tve fallen under my cognizance, are a whit beindthe Federal Supreme Court in learning, in
tegrity, and in fidelity to the admitted princiesof our Government. I might say more.

But, it is said, we should have uniformity in
institutional interpretations, that all the people
ay hold the same doctrine. This may be imirtant,or may not; but it certainly cannot be
itained through the Supreme Court. For, first,it has no power to decide these questions for
le people at large. It can only give or with>ldrelief from some particular litigant, in a

ven case, and can go no further. And, besides,
rperieuce has shown that constitutional quesonshave not been settled in this way. They
ive been settled only by the verdict and general
:quiescence of the people, and generally against
ie opinion of the Supreme Court. And even
lis twenty-fifth section, which seeks uniformity
>r a method unknown to the Constitution, fails
pon the face of it. It provides for appeals in
lly a portion of the cases. If the State court
icides, however erroneously, in favor of the
irty seeking to avail himself of some Federal
eapon or cover, it is all right. There is no ap:al.It is only when such weapon or cover is
dd illegal, that appeal lies; thus making a disnctionunjust to parties and odious to the
Lates.
But I am compelled to drop this subject just

i it opens before me, or omit other things.
In the same bill before spoken of, I provided
r the repeal of the seventh section of the act of
arch 3, 1833, "further to provide for the colctionof duties on imports," (1 Statutes at
arge, page 034,) commonly called the "force'
:t." 1 think the whole act should be repealed.
grant of extraordinary power for a particular
liergeney should never become part of a perma?ntsystem. The seventh section extends the
irisdiction of the Federal judges in habeas cutisto cases when the prisoner is confined "for
ly act done, or omitted to be done, in pursulceof a law of the I'nited States, or any order,
rocess, or decree, of any judge or court thereof."
was drawn upon the supposition that Federal

Beers would be imprisoned for the proper exeltionof Federal process, or collection of Fed
alrevenue. It was designed to meet the then

ireatened resistance of South Carolina; and,
lough it might have been necessary in that
nergency, its continued existence implies an
nwarranted distrust of the ever-loyal State autorities.Respect for that loyalty, if nothing else,
etnands its repeal. No State tribunal ever has
r ever will punish any person fcr a lawful act
nder Federal authority, and the Federation has
0 right to insinuate such a disposition, it is a

anton insult, as if a magistrate should plant
is cannon to command the dwellings of the citims,on pretence that they may rise against him.
Besides, it is a clear usurpation of Federal aulority.The States have a right to execute their

ritninal lavs.hava a right tn (i 111 I]jinn trial any
ian accused of violating them. A person is acjsedof murder. He pleads that he is a I nited
tates marshal, and the homicide was justifiably
r excusably committed iu the discharge of his
uty. If he sustains his plea, he goes acquit.
'ut that is the fact to be found. The truth of the
lea is not to be presumed; any scoundrel might
lead it. But this section of the force act steps
and snatches the culprit from the custody of

ie State, and impudently says that he shall not
e tried at all. A district or circuit judge, who
as no more jurisdiction of the crime than the
ultan, will decide, in chambers, upon bis guilt;
nd if he wills it, the murderer goes abroad, not
cquit, but without power in the State to put
im on trial. 1 look in vain in the Constitution
>r such a surrender by the States ofjurisdiction
ver crime. And if it were surrendered, the fact
f guilt or innocence is not to be decided by any
idge, but " the trial of all crimes, except in
ases of impeachment, shall be by jury." (Art. 3.
My hostility to this habeas corpus power is not

i8seiitd by its plain abuse on the part of Federal
idge3. Certain occurrences in the sftuthern dierictof Ohio are alluded to ip the message of
lovernor G'hage, of January, 1858. 1 give an
xtract, that this House may see the judicial anicswhich irresponsibility may cut:

' A disposition has been manifest <!, witlin the last few
ai>. by soinr ut' the otliciaU ol the Knit rat GovoriiUK-Mt,

x<-rrisuig tlieir function within the limits >t lltilii, tii (li»-
ant the authority mid to encroach upon the rights oi die
l.itc, to an extent and in a maimer which demands your

"In February, 1856, several colored |>en«is were sciaJ
Hamilton county,as fugitive slaves. Uuetf these persiA,

largaiet Garner, in the freiuy oi the niont ui, impelled ,fis
-ecnis, by the dread ol seeing her cliildrt-li dragged, wfli

crsell", back to Slavery, attempted to slay (Mm on the sj4»;
ud actually succeeded in killing one. lorlllis act, she .did
er companions were indicted by the gnuf jury lor lie
rime ol' murder, and were taken into euaojly u|ion a writ
egularly issued troin the Court 01 Coininot Pleas.
" While thus 11 ipi isoued under llie legal >r#cess of a Stat''

ourt, lor the highest cruuo known to ofi- <>xle. a writ ol
aU-as cm-pus waa issued by a judge of tlu ilstrict court or
lie United States, requiring their productsi bftorc hint. The
crit was obeyed hy the sheriff, uud.contrary to all expecQo
tons, and in disregard, as I must think, ol ;>niicijilc and idi-
hority,thc prisoners viere taken I'roiu tuxo.jtody by order
it tie' judge, and, without allowing any oyioilunity for the
nterpusdion of the State authorities, deliv-rkd over to the
narshal of the United States, hy whom thy [were iiiiinedi-
itely transported beyond our limits. The allied ground lor
his'action and order was, that the indieted|seties liad been
leized as fugitive slavm, u|x>n a Kedera ixuninissiunor s

varrant, beiore the indictment and arrest, InJ that the right
o their custody, Uius acquired, was supeaoij to Uiat of the
iheritT, under the process of ibe Sta(e Ilia aloetrine mutt
leressarily give practical iinpntuty to niurSirJ whenever the
ntirderer maybe aciaed hy a Federal oteilii as a tugitive
mm service, before arrest for the criuv ukder Stan- authority.hiiputiug no wrong intention totlib judge, I am
>nstrained to add, that his proceeding aeetns to me an

ibuse. rather thau an exercise, of judicnf »1 r
"A similar case occurred more recenll}, >a the comity ol

"*iiaiii|»iign. Several deputies of til' Fcdtralfeiij'.'.-hdl, liav-
i.tr arrested certain c.tizer.s ol this state llr some a!lt ged of
nee against the fugitive slave act, a wrl otj haitau cttrjtuj;

was issued hy tpc prohato judge ol <iw co't.ty , requiringilie arrested imrtles to be brought Ik-iA; hin, lor inquiry
into the groundsoi detention. Ihe shera <at(lark county,
while attimptaig to execute tins wi it, was. assaulted by
these petty officials, and seriously iujureg wlile his deputy
was fired upon, tl|ough happily without ftedt. A wan ant
was issued by a justice ol the peace lor he ai>prebeusu>u oi
Ihe iierpetrafors of these ofienpes. Tlnswairant wiu duly
executed,apd the prisoners committed tnjuil, Imdcr the cu?
tody of the sheriff of Clark county. A wit oil haUas corjiu*
was then issued hy the same district jui^c Who had iliter|H:sedill the case of Margaret Garner, reqiiridg the slier.II of
Clark county to produce his prisoners befite hint,at the city
of Cincinnati. This writ was also obeyed and tliu prisoners
were discharged from custody, by ordu of the judge, on
the grounil that, being Federal officers. aSJ clanged w ith the
execution of a Federal writ, they had a ligbl to overcome,
hy any necessary violence, all attempt.-, mute under the processof a State court to detain them or tll-ir pr.soncrs, even
tor inquiry into fhe legality of the cusbOy ki which these
prisoners were bold.
" Tins principle cannot be sound. It Subverts effectually

the sovereignty of the Status It asserts tie l fcht of any districtjudge of the United States pi arret tit- execution of
Stab- pun-ess, and to nullify the functionsot State courts and
juries, whenever, in his opinion, a |>ersoucbarged with crimeunder State authority has acted, in the tiatter forming the
"basis of the charge, in pursuance of any federal law or warrant.No act of Cougress, in my judgitentj sanctions this
principle. Such an act, indeed, would le clearly unconstitutional.because in plain violation of th- express provision
which requires that the trial of all crimes shall be by jury."

These aye by no means the only cases in which
Federal judges have beep guilty of abusing their
jurisdiction in habea.* corpubut suffice as a"specimen.I 4° no^ C'P'P1 thpse strange acts to be
within the statute. By no manner of means.
But they are within the practice of irresponsible
judges, under color of the statute, and furnish a

strong reason for the repeal of any act that can

give color to such unwarrantable proceedings.
As I first stated, I have sent a bill to the JudiciaryCommittee, at this session, to regulate ihe

eupanneling of juries for the Federal court^..'Ohio. I have only a moment toxonsidert£ {u.
cei-sity of thjs or some similar meaaoK^nicntdeed, it seems to me that an elaboraftigence or
upon it would be an insult to tjiffent no partv ;purity of this JJopse. Jupoffi'yfp ppt tyaa;ientthey represent pp clusa; th.nt belong to the
residents; not adventucwsually selected front
body of the people, ar&e freeholders. The law
the more substantj'carofiil in the modeofselechasalways beeibre that absolute impartialitytion, so as tQal to the very idea of a juror. In
which is e

^^J.t.
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Massachusetts, y not in all New England, jur
are drawn in the same manner, in both the F<
eral and State courts, and that is by lot from
body of such of the freemen as are not rejecl
by the towns for cause.

In Ohio, for the State courts, the trustees
each township annually return to the com
clerk the names of a certain number of qualif
citizens, according to population, from wh
number all regular jurors are drawn by 1
The object of such mode is to insure popular
and impartiality ; and more effectually to seci
the latter, we have various provisions for striki
juries, changing venue, &c. The selection o

prejudiced jury is a substantial denial of the ji
trial: av. and worse: it is noison for bread, a cu

for a blessing. And any mode of selection tl
shall endanger impartiality, that shall offer
cililies to take them from a party, to make th
represent a class rather than the body of
people, is a fraud on the Constitution. An b<
est man, rather than countenance such a fra
would boldly deny altogether the jury trial,
what value to the citizen accused of crime is
constitutional guarantee, if the State select
jury? It is worse than a mockery; and yet si
is the fact in our Federal courts. The clerk a
the marshal, the creatures of Government, c

directly, and the other indirectly, holding at t
will of Government, by a rule of court select 1
names from which jurors are drawn, to dec
upon the truth of Government accusations ! A
this power given the Government to convict a

one it wills, is called " constitutional libert
and such prosecutions, " trial by one's peer
"due process of law," &c. Give us, if y
please, the naked knout or bowstring; but aw

with shams, and no longer prostitute the for
of liberty to the over hrow of its substance 1

It is not my purpose to blame the court for
rule referred to. The State method of selecti
jurors may be impracticable, without furtl
legislation. If not, the duty of the court, uih
the law, is clear; and it seems to me that a ri

requiring the Federal clerk to request the clei
of the severul counties to draw for him, fn
their regular jury box, the names from whi
the Federal pannel is to be filled, would mu
more nearly follow the present statute, rpquiri
conformity to the State method, than the r

adopted. But the method I propose, requiri
the sheriff's of the several counties to return
names, is better than eitbor, as it insures b<
impartiality and a probable selection of mi

competent men.
Mr. Chairman, I am a friend of this Union s

of its Government, and demand that it do
whole duty within its jurisdiction. I woi
curtail no just power. The States have yielc
the power to levy imposts. I would have th
so levied as least to oppress and most to enco

age the business and labor of the country. TI
have given the power to make rules and regu
tions respecting the common territory; I woi
have them so regulate it as to prevent the n

nopoly of the soil and the oppression of the a
tier. They have y ielded the power to regul
commerce; 1 would have them so regulate it
to protect not alone from foreign aggressio
but protect it in its avenues, in its dep<
whether by frigate, by lighthouse, by pier, or

snag-boat; and continue to protect it, until
subjects shall be brought within the exclus
jurisdiction of the States. So of all powers
would have them exercised in good faith and
the common good, notwithstanding Fede
recklessness and Federal neglect almost mt
us repent the grants. But the powers reserved
must keep. Most of all must we hold on to <

judicial power over citizens and corporatu
within the States, over Stale criminal laws, e

the power to judge of the reservations of
Constitution, where the liberty and property
the citizen is unconstitutionally endangered
foreign tribunals.
True conservatism supports State sovereign

The Federation has primarily no citizens ; we
all citizens of the Mates. All our goveruraen
relations at home are with the State. Our
thousand personal and property relations
under cognizance of the State. Engaged in
peaceful pursuits of industry, we regard Fede
action, as applied to persons, almost as that c

foreign Government; and only pray to be
alone. Wo look to the States alone lor prot
tion in person ; for protection in property. 1
efficiency of that protection depende upon the po\
of the State. Destroy that power, and you b
down the shield of every man's rights. Hei
the contest for State sovereignty is no idle Bti
between powers, but a conservation of power
the only sovereignty that can protect.

I am also a friend of the Federal courts, thou
I regret the mode of their organization. Fore
tain Federal purposes we need them ; for tli
purposes I would purify and preserve them,
show not my friendship for the fallen by enco
aging their prostitution ; but, surrounding th
with restraints and motives, I bid them go t
sin no more. The people are becoming rou
to the true nature and alarming encroachme
of the Federation. They look upon tbejudici;
as the right arm of those encroachments. T1
will never yield their liberty ; and if these thii
continue without remedy, the Federal courts n.

fall. I would save them by timely reform.

APPENDIX.
The following clear vindication of the in

pendence of the other departments of the Gove
ment is given in General Jackson's veto messi
of July 10, 1832 :

"II" the opinion of the Supremo Court covered tbo wl
ground of this act, it ought not to control tin- eo ordii
authorities of this tioveriimeiit. The Congress, the Kxi
tivc, ami the court,must each for itself he guided by its
opinion of the Constitution. Karh jHiblic officer a ho take
oath to su|)|»>rt the Constitution, swears that he will sup
it as he understands it. and not as it is understood by nth
It is as much the duty oltlie Mouse of Representatives.ol
Senate, and ul the President, to decide upon the constant
nlily of any bill or resolution that may be presented to tl
for passage or approval.as it is of the Supreme Judges, w
it may be brought before them for judicial decision,
opinion of the judges lias no uiore authority oyer C'ougr
than the opinion ol Congress has over the judges ; and
that point, the President is independent of hoth. The ant
itv of the Supreme Court must not, therefore, be |>eniii
. .........a I... i'........ .o .... , I... L'v,....,t ... ....

legislative capacities bill to have only such influence a:
forceoi their reasoning may deserve."

In the celebrated case of Hunter rs. Mar
(4 Munford, <kc.,) the Supreme Court of Virgii
on full argument, by elaborate and clear of
ions, unanimously repudiate the authority
the Supreme Court of the United Slates, un
the twenty-fifth section of the judiciary act.
can only give the sjllabus :
" 1. The Court or Appeals of Virginia will consider who

a mandate issued hy the .Supreme Court ol the United .-t
directing this court to enter a judgment reveising uric w
it heretofore pronounced, be authorized by the Coustitu
or not and. being 01 opinion that such mandate is no
authorized, will disobey it.
" i. It is the opinion oi tins court that so much of the tv

ty-flfth section of the act of Congress, passed September
tiK'J. entitled Au ;.ct to establish the judicial Courts ol
United St ites,' as extends the apimllate jurisdiction of
Sujirrme Court i4 the I'mted States tojudgments prontiui
by a Supreme Court ol a State, is not warranted by the f
stiurtion.''

The opinions of Mr. Jeflereon, after witness
the insidious encroachments of the Federal co
are well known. 1 give a few extracts froip
correspondence:
Extract fre-m a letter to Jiiilye Hialie, dated t'njlar fl

Sejte^ulM-.r (i, 1819.
In denying the right they usurp of exclusively exp

iug the Constitution, I go further than you do, it 1 under*
rightly your quotation from the Federalist, ot an opinion
' the judiciary is the last is sort 111 relation In the other <trj
meats of the Covcrnuieiit, hut not in relation to the rigln
the parties to the compact under which the judiciary is

rived.' It tins opinion he send, then,itid- od, is our Co
... . I. I'l. 1' ,r ,>>. .1,7.a ...» .1.1 ol, II

ti< i irlmenus, co-ordinate «nd indepeuiie»*, t|wi |U,.y ni
check aud balance another, it has K't't'tiydccordb
this oi>:ii«si-1" " them a lotto the right to itroscnho r

(,,r tltv government <4 the others, ami t > tbM one,tub,W
is urn-lcttcd hy, itutl Independent of, the tuition." * *

" The Constitution, 011 this hypothesis, is a ntere thai
wax. m the ham Is ol the.judiciary, which they may twist

sh.i(h into any form they please. It slanild he rcinenibt
as an axiofi ol eternal truth in polities, that whatever |«
in any Uovornmtnt is independent, is absolute also

theory only at lirst, while the spirit ol the people is up
in practice as fast an that relaxes. Independence cai

trusted nowhere liut with the people in mass. They ur

herently independent ol all but moral law. My crdistru
of the Constitution is very different from that yon quote
is. that each department is truly independent of the <>tl
and has ;iu equal right to decide for it-elf what is the n

nig of the Constitution iu the cases submitted to its at

and especially where it is to act ultimately aud wiUioit
peal. I will explain mysell by examples, which, having o<

red while 1 was in office, are better known to me, ant

paiuoiples which goyeru then)
Extract from a letter to Mr. Jarvi-f, dated Monticell", Sh;

l*r 28,1820.
o yon seem, in pnges 84 and 148, to considor the judg

the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional questions.a
dangerous doctrine indeed, and one which would plai
under the despotism of an oligarchy. Our judges are as

est as other men, and not more so. Tltey have, withe^
the same passtous lor party, lor power, and rt
their corps. Their maxim is, Umi jmlicts ettf^a as
rimiirtUmem,' and their power the more dffro other f
are in office for lull, and not responsible,. Constitution
tnmyr.es are, to tw elective controU ^ that, to wliau
erected no such single tribunal, IflP.' of time aud party
liamls confided, with the corral** /{ has jnctre wisely h
members yf"«iulcl 'iSpopje UeSJfia co-sovereign within tit
all the departments C"-e<lJ5i<s to pass laws lor a census
selves. If the ls'gfdatijpcr offices of tin* Government
laying the juilgos ST,*- naturalization, as prescribed by
establishing a miliary fail to meet in Congress, the Jut
Constitution, Oh* mMmlamut to them ; if the President
cannot issueptace 'fa judge, to appoint other civil or r
to supply*, to issue requisite commissi'sis, the judges <
tary > him. Tliey ican issue their manJamu* or di*fri>
not executive or legislative officer,to enforce Uto fulfill!
tf«eir official dutii », any more tluin the President or la*

uture may issue orders to the judges or their officers."
Extractfrom a Utter to Thnmat Ritchie, dated Monticello,

cember 25, 1820.
" The judiciary of t$ie United Mates is tlie subtile enrpt

sajipers and miners ctmstantiy working under ground to
derraine the foundations or our confederated 15b rie Ti
are construing ourOffixtilution front a co ordination t»r a geral and special govofnpieut, to a general and supreme
alone.'1

ExtraH from a letter Archiletld Thwcat, datol Mon'irt
January 19,1821." The legislative ami executive branches may sometir

err, but elections ami dependence will bring them to rigl
The judiciary branch Is the instrument which, working
gravity, without intermission, is to press us at last into
consolidated mass. Against this I know no one who equi

V.RY 24, 1859.

ieS Willi Judge Roane himself possesses the power and ibecnur
> age to make resistance ; and to liim I look, and have Ion

ea" looked, us our strongest bulwark. If Congress tails to sbief
the the Males from dangers so palpable and so nmuiueul, th
Le(] States must shield themselves, and meet the Invader fisit t

fool. Tins Is already half done by Colonel IVykir'a Issik, fx
cause a conviction tliat we are right accomplishes hall th

of difficulty >4 correcting wrong. This book is the most edeel

jty nal retraction of our Government to its original principle
, which lias over yet been sent by Heaven to our aid Kver
a Stale in the I'ulon should give a copy to every member the

ich elect, as a standing instruction, and ours should set the e*

Ot. ample. Accept, with Mrs. Thwcat, the assurance of inj al

[.jy fectionate and respectful attachment."

,re Extract from a Idler to Mr. C. Hammond, dated ManticeUt
Auffutt 18, 1821.

11J? " It has long, however, been my opinion, and I have neve
f a shrunk from its expression, (although I do not choose to pti

1Ty it into u newspaper, nor, like a l'riain in armor, offer myse
' its champion,) tliat the germ of dissolution ot our Federi

Government is in the constitution of the Federal judiciaryiatan irresponsible body, (tiir impeachment is scarcely a scan

fa- crow,) working like gravity by night and by day, gaiuing
little to-day and a little to-morrow, and advancing its noisi

em less step like a thief, over the field of jurisdiction, until al
the shall be usurped from the States, uud the government of a

in- be consolidated into one."

ud, Extract from a Utter tu William T Barry, dated Mimticelh
Of ,r

JWy 2,1822.
(l.~ »«r ..i.cw.J T . .... , ... .-..- . 1
lue t<> imi authority, (for lmpuachtuciit is not even a soaro-crow.
the advancing with u uuisclcm and steady pace to the great ot
IC'h 01 consolidation. The tonnd.ltions are already deept;

. laid, by their decisions, for the annihilation of const it uiionu
lUtl State rights, and the removal of every cheek, every com
>ne ter|K>ise, to the ingulphing power of which themselves aret

he make a sovereign part. II ever this vast country is brougti
, under a single Government, it will be one of the niostexteti
Lite S|V(. corruption, indifferent and incapable ot a wholeaom
ide care over so wide a spread oi surface. This will not he borne
tuj and you will have to choose between reformation and rev<

lutHHi. If 1 know the spirit of this country, the one or th
B-V other is inevitable. Jk-lore the canker is become invetcrati
y, before Its vonoin has reached so much of the body jsditic a

g " to get beyond contnfi, a remedy should he applied. Let th
' future appointments <>f judges be for four or six years, am

011 renewable by the l*resident aud Senate. This will brin
ay their conduct, at regular periods, under revision and proba
Uig lion, and may keep them in equipoise between the genera

and special Governments. We have erred iu this jsnut b;
copying Kugliind, where certainly it is a good thing to Uav

lllfc the judges independent of the King. Hut we have omitle
mcr to copy their caution also, which makes a judge ramovabl

on the address of both legislative Houses. That there shoul
J he [aiblic lunctkmartee independent of the nation, whatevc
ier may he their demerit, is a solecism, in a Republic, o! the lire
ule order of absurdity and inconsistency."
rks E'jrtrod from a letter to JiuU/c Johnson, doled Monticefh

rimMarch 4, 18*23.
.

" I cannot lay down my pen without recurring to one <

the subjects ot my former tetter, for, in truth, there is n
ich danger 1 apprehend so much us the consolidation of our Gov

ing ernraent bv the noiseless, and therefore unalarmiug. iustri
mentality ot the Supreme Court. This is the lorm iu whic
Kedi-ralism now arrays itself, and consolidation is the pre!

mg cut principle of distinction between Republicans and |>seudi
Lbe Republicans, but real Federalists."
Jtll ExtractJixoh a Idler to Ettwnrd Lirbujstvn, Esq dated Mont

cello, March 25, 1825.
' One single object, if your provision attains it, will entitl

yon to the endless gratitude of society.that of restrains]
Ltiii judges from usurping legislation And with no body of uae

j, is this restraint more wanting than with the judged of wh;

i
is commonly called our General Government, but wliat I cu

Bid our toreign dejiartinent. They are practicing on the Const
Jed tution by inferences, analogies,and sophisms, as they woul

em on an ordinary law."

ur- THIRTY-FIFTH CONGRESS
ley
la- i Second Session.

"0_ Tuesday, February 15, 1859.
;et_ SENATE,
ate We find in the Intelligencer a very fair syno]
as sis of the speeches of Messrs. Crittenden an

Hale on the Cuba Question, delivered in th

jjy Senate on the 15th.
its Mr. Crittenden, after alluding to the tenaeit
ive with which Spain clung to the island of CuSi
; I proceeded to mark the indications which serve
for to show that the present was a most unprop
ral tious season for renewing our efforts to obtai
lk« the cession. How had the declarations of th
tee President's message in this regard been receive*
Jur even jn oppressed and provincial Cuba'/ Wit
3119 murmurs of dissent. How hud they been n

ceived in Spain? With unequivocal and lbrmi
'ie expressions of opposition on the part of th
" Government. How was the proposition r<
^ garded by France and England ? With a di:

. favor which was believed to be rather increase
are than diminished since the day on which the
ital Proposed the tripartite treaty against its a<

ten quisition by themselves in common with th
are United States. And if the external relation
the of the question were thus unpromising, wh:
ral was the domestic aspect of the ease ? Let a

if a empty Treasury answer the inquiry. It wa

let estimated that $200,000,000 would be the leai
ec- sum accepted bv Spain for this most valuabl
The dependency. Last year our annual expend
wer tares were $81,000,000. This year thev woul
eat be nearly $100,000,000, if we met all our oui
lce standing liabilities. Was this the time to a.'

r'/e same a debt of $200,000,000 ?
in Our Government, moreover, was alread

embarrassed with paltry and vexatious reclaim
1 tions on nearly all the feeble States of this Coi

cr~ tincnt. We had lost the esteem of the SpanislJ

j American States, and were now regarded in th
ur_ light of natural enemies rather than friendi
em Those reclamations it is proposed to enforce b
md ^,e summary process of delegating the wai

sej making power into the hands of the Executivi
nts But, apart from the price of the cessioi
nrv what were to be the terms on which Cuba wa

ley to be " annexed " to the United States ? Wa
ngs she to be admitted at once as a sovereign State
iust Would it not be best for all parties that w

should leave the people of Cuba independentreservingfor ourselves the commercial privih
ges and general guardianship to which w

de- would be entitled ?
rn- The presout bill to " facilitate the acquis
tge tion of the island did not seem a suitabl

means to the end proposed. It placed the pe<
i»>ie pie's money in the hands of the President.th

hands least adapted to hold it under the theor
iwii of our Government. That Cuba would one da
san belong to the United States was more tha

probalde. He did not deny that its possessio
thu was desirable. But he could not admit that

was nemsmy to our safety, lie was too prou
hen of his country as it is, to admit anything s
Tt»e humiliating. Nor was he so much in favor c

that territoral expansion about which it wa
l'mr. common to speak, lie preferred to build u

J'1'1 at home rather tlian to be perpetually reachin
sliio abroad, and had more confidence in the AngU

Saxon elements of civilization than in those c

tin, any other people. Yet t e was willing that th
iia, President should undertake negotiations fo
n- the purchase of Cuba; and if he succeeded, th
ot ditlicultice of the task would only enhance th

l'er glory of the achievement. Upon the treat\
i when formed, he could sit in candid judgment

but, under the circumstances of the case, h
did not feel authorized to place $JU,000,00() c

Inch the public money in the hands of the Presidem
itiiin merely to enable him to commence the negotit

tion.
crn- Mr. Hale, in an earnest speech, opposed th
the pending bill. He did not doubt that Cuba ha
th.- long been coveted by a portion of the Unite

States; but when the names of leading state;
men', like Jefferson, John C^uincy Adams, Alet

jn^ under Everett, Edward Everett, and others, wer
uj-t cited in illustration of this fact, it was well t
big know that, their statements were always accon

panied with qualifications. Mr. H. hero quote
,r,stt front the fctate Papers of these authorities, t

show that Cuba, while in the hands of Spaii
had never been regarded with jealousy,

iiiat Mr. H. then proceeded in a most humorou
y'(i manner to criticise the language and argument
,i0 of the report emanating from the Committee o

nsti Foreign Relations in regard to the acquisitio
of Cuba, and replied to the citations bv whic

:Kt. Mr. IJoniaipin had sought to show that einanc
ui»'s >rtun in ni< Trrai xivaics r,ua . tnilur"*cn He quoted from many authorities on the sul
g of ject, some of which he believed were later tha
ilL.a those upon which Mr. B. had depended. H

»k..i «l,t. i..
>wcr UCHV*CU iut»» »uv .iiuiouk- w*no an i*»»m

»;1,1 tioneering scheme, devised merely for th
ii'iw- purpose of retrieving the ebbing fortunes t
c in modern Democracy. He thought the projei
ctiuu would fail. The people could not be longe
t,prs deceived by these political cries. They rornep
kmii bored how the annexation of Tesas had beei
fan' urged at l^e North at, an Anti-Slavery measure
pc"r It had in eftert been so represented at the tim
i tin- by the Hon. Hoburt J. Walker, then a Senato

from Mi^'ssippi. It wis surprising that " polit,4,'m ical fraction" and "geographical necessi
os as ty'' had no erticacy of our Northern borders
vory liut were potent only in a line of progres

southwards. He was no enemy to legitimate
expansion on just and patriotic principles, bu
to expansion lor thosole purpose of increasing

tboy the political power of Slavery he w$s jnpradi
cably opjK)«ed. \\'lto helieyed that the acipiisi

»vcr tion qf bnha wqult/ be pressed as it now is, i
il-s her slaves were emancipated to-morrow ? Th<

pending bill was but a disguise, behind whicl
,f<>r lurks a gigantic scheme of national robbery.'t*'r Mr. Benjamin replied to certain of the state
igoa ments made and positions assumed by Mr

Hale and Mr. Crittenden, when, a brie:
^1,' rejoinder from '.he latter, Air. "'Thompson, o
Ufa* Kentucky, obtained the Hoor, and the Seuat<

adjourned.
Wednesday, February 1G} 1859.

** SKNAT?
s or Consular qnj pij/Oo^atix1 qiotior
h'?v hy ^unfer, (by a vo.te of yeas 2(1, nays 1^,;the Senate proceeded to conaidar the "bill ma
one king appropriations fbr the consular and diplo

inatic expenses of Government for the yeai
ending June JOth, 18l>0.

.( « Some amendments proposed by Mr. Hunter
u* in behalf of the Committee on Fiii^ncu, were
one agreed to.

illy Mr. Clav moved to strike out the appropria*

* * -

tion of $75,000 for the suppression of the slave
^ trade, and insert $45,000. The latter sum was

® for the maintenance of our fleet on the coast of
" Africa- and $.'50,000 for the support and educa«tion of the negroes of the slaver Echo, freeapItured and sent back to Africa by Government,
v He desired to strike out the latter branch of
y the appropriation altogether, believing not only
£ that there was no authority for it in the Constitution,but that, when properly understood,
)( it was not warranted by the dictates of humanity.

Mr. Hunter said the appropriation was to

J carry out existing laws. It was first to pay the
ir bounty to which the captors of the Echo were
II entitled, and then to carry out the contract with

the Colonization Society bv which Government
a was bound to take care of the negroes for one

[j year. If the law is constitutional which prohibitits the African slave, trade it must follow that
me vuiisiuuiiuu gait' jjuwtt vu ian_Y u uui mm

>, humanity.
The amendment was rejected by the follow)ing vote :
Veas.Messrs. Chesnut, Clay, Davis, Fitzpatjrick, Hammond, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas,

i- Mason, Reid, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs,
° and Ward.12.

Nays.Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bell. Benjamin,
® Bigler, Bright, Broderick, Cameron, Chandler,
;; Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas,
e Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Oreen Hale,
^ Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King,

Mallory, Pearce, Polk, Pugh, liice, Seward,
t Shields, Simmons, Slidell, Smith, Trumbull,
f Wade, Wilson, and Yulee.40.
il The bill was then laid aside by general con

sent.
,'i The Cuban Bill..The Senate then took up
c the bill making appropriations to facilitate the
r acquisition of the island of Cuba by negotiation,
a Mr. Thompson, of Kentucky, addressed tinSenatein opposition to the bill. He objected
>, to its very title. It intimated that the President
^ wanted a " facility," which facility was to consist
o of money. How was it to be applied ? The whole

scheme was ill-timed and uncalled for. Cuba was
not well calculated for cotton lands, but it would

i- drain the adjacent States of the South of the
best portion of their citizens. New Orleans

t was now a great entrepot, a place for transhipment,and the tendency of annexation would
10 be to build up Havana at the expense of New
u Orleans, which would shrivel in proportion.
»t The President knew very well that Spain wa-^

j1 not willing to trade for Cuba, and what sort of
(l Christian humanity was it for the President,

having found the sore spot of Spanish pride, to
take an ignited firebrand and keep constantly

' ''jabbing" at it. Poor Spain had no peace of
her life; if she had, perhaps she could be inducedto trade. What was the use of buying
Cuba, when they would not own either the soil
or the negroes ? They would get only the sovjereignty, which meant the expense of keepingd off pirates, and petting generally this youngest

e child of the family. They could not divert end-
gratiOH to i;uha by any trick oi" legislation ; il
it did not go there by the nutural instinct of the

- Anglo-Saxon race to hunt up the best lands, it
lj would not go at all. It would be no objection

with hini, that the Cubans were of the Roman
I Catholic faith ; they might lie good citizens for
n all that; he founded his objection on totally,e different grounds.

He regarded the proposition to annex Canadaas monstrous. When the time came that he
?j had to be overborne here by gentlemen from

Cuba, from Nova Scotia, and from Davis's
0 Straits, he hoped the Union would break in

two,justasthe Atlantic cable did, simply because
it was too long. Cuba had got to be A mericaniz vd,
as the Louisiana purchase was, by the influx

J of young and enterprising American citizens.
The Cubans might know very well, from the

(> example of Louisiana, that very soon after an
nexation they would be rooted out.eaten uplt
as the blue rats are by the Norway rats. Cuba

II
was now said to be panting for liberty ; ifanl,snexed, the Cubans would be panting tor life.

'' He opposed the Pacific railroad project, which,e he considered, in connection with this Cuban
'j scheme, only a part of the brag game for the

Presidency in 18G0. It had been projlosed that
the Americans should "see" the Administra*tion's one Pacific railroad " and go two better."
The true policy of this country was to build up
and consolidate our own internal interests.

l" take care of what we have got, rather than seek
!* to get more. He was opposed to fostering and
l" promoting the filibuster spirit of the countn,° and had a very poor opinion indeed of these
* strutting, penniless adventurers known as tiliybusters. He did not believe that either France
r" or F.ngland wanted or would seek to obtain

possession of Cuba. The ambition of the
b French Emperor was turned in altogether dif
lR ferent directions. If England wanted Cuba, in
lR his opinion she would take it in spite of us,

especially ifshe were backed by France. When
e r..i A u i._

nc vaiuc n/ ii-iniiiL II >v«Mi|U HI* NO
~ little Indian skirmish or Mexican running fight.s" But the ambition of England and the prosperie ty of that Empire depended upon events on tinotherside of the world. If Cuba were given to
l" us to-day, the vast fleets of England might take
e it away from us, or starve us out.. It would

prove a point of weakness rather than of
p strength. He denied that it was in any sense
y the key of the Gulf of Mexico. No fortilieaytions could be built which would block up the
11 passage into the Gulf on either side, nor strong,n enough to defend the island against a British
'! fleet. To say nothing about color, he thought

he had been to more respectable weddings than
° it would l»e when Uncle Sam takes Cuba for

better or for worse. We should find a heavy,s job on our hands. This bill was calculated to
create a rupture between us and England and
France. This Government should take warn

'* ing by the respectable old Virginia gentleman
who was " brokeby paying taxes on too

e much land. We had better pay the debts we
r have already. We were saved in California bye the God-send of the gold discoveries, but in
e buying Cuba there would be no chance for anyr> thing of that kind. There was no God-send
; left there. He regarded the Ostend manifesto
e. as a delusion, intended onlv to keep the Gulf

States in good humor. Cuba had not gravita'» led an inch this way since that manifesto, as.-l
k" never would if the Cubans understood how tinAmericanswould treat them. The result of anpnexation would be, that the Cubans would <11
, out to our Southern planters, and leave the

island.
s" He reviewed the provisions of the bill, pointk" ing out its objectionable features. It proposede to send this thirty millions to the safe keeping° of our Minister in Spain, instead of keeping it

in the Treasury as the Constitution provided." No matter how fair and accurate the Presi°dent's accounts might be, there would be gortipb and scandal about them. Setting the fllibus-
ters upon Cuba would be like training monkeys13 to pick cotton, which was said to tvork first-rate.

ts except that it took two overseers to watch etc h
n monkey. It looked to him as though the Cuban
" scheme was put forth in order to win the Southb to the President, while he was to secure Penni-sylvania by means of the iron interest. It
r» }

h .1; ' ^ «fa«u tjuchanan wasJ" good for ten years more as the Democratic can11didate. The President would hang on to powere with a sturdy Scotch grip until it should he
w rested from hiin. As to the coming fight, hee expected to have no hand in it. He did notknow exactly where he should stand. He could1 not l>e a LocofooO any way; he understood thair the discipline of that party was extremely1' rigid; perhaps, if he could get a private convenation with the Senator from Illinois, he!* might learn something on that point. He ute terly condemned this rampant spirit and crvr for war. If we get into a war with Fran etc andEngland, growing out of this thing, we shall
regret it to the last day of our lives. Old John' Bull was a terrible old bruiser, as they would3 soon learn. The fight would be made up very? unequally. It was a safe thing in tiny ignorant1 crowd to curse England, but it did*uot seem to' him to be the best policy for statesmen andlegislators. His jioliey was to cultivate the

f arts of peace, and let the gristle of his countrygrow into bone. He hoped some safe man* would be made the next President- His Col1league [Mr. Crittendenj would sun turn as well
as any man, and he %\xiuM not plank him inwith ayj fdutfot-ra. These platforms were allhumbug. Every platform President was ready' to kick over the ladder by which he had ascend- !' ed into power. Besides, every man who liad I5 travelled on a railroad h»\d tead, w Don't stand
on the when the curs are in motion."A|r- phqndler obtained the rtoor, when theHenate went into Executive session, and, after

, some- time spent therein, the doors were open-
I ed. and the Senate adjourned.

HOUSR.
Territory of Arizona.. Mr- Stephens, ofGeorgia, from the Oqu,mhte* on Territories,reported a bUl K* provide a temporary Governi%fe^t Kir the Territory of Arizona, and to create

> the office of surveyor general therein, and askedthe House to consider it at this timeMr.Grojv. of Pennsylvaniaj hoped the gentle-

Vol. XlE I
man from Georgia would permit him|tn oli-r
an amendment. ,

Mr. Stephens replied that he would, 4n'l tl
demand the previous question.

Mr. Grow submitted his atnendim tit. t<, |,
added to the end of the bill, providing! ;

this Territory, when acquired from the IJ, ,,
lie of Mexico, had been free from Ali a an S
very, which had not since been establi-hci
any legal authority, nothing in this net
be construed as authorizing it hereat': «r.

Mr. Stephens demanded the previiAi.
tiou ; pending which,

Mr. Kilgore, of Indiana, moved that tl;<
be laid 011 the table ; which motion ;n
as follows:

Yea".Messrs. Abbott, Adrain. A:r- v.

kins, IJillingliur-i, ion I
cock, Branch, Braytou. Budiutn . i:
Burnett, Burroughs, Case, Caski , ( 1 >

York, Cluwson, Cohh,* Clark It. < '

New York, Coekeriil, Colfax, t.'omi; ,(
Cragin, Curry, Curtis, I>a\is of I n<| ^
of Massachusetts. Davis < t I iu ! .

Diek, Dodd, Durfee, Ldie. K innm : j
Farnswortli, Feiiton. I'< : 1.» r '

Gilmer, Gooeh, Goodwin, (lia i,
Grow, Hall <>t Ma -neh li
Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Hornm. tii
Howard, done- ol' leiim-ci .a

8ylvHiiiK,Koini,Ki.'l!o}r<r, K-. , K v. K
Ivunkel, McQueen, M> 1
ris of I'eiiiisvlvnnia, Mor- ol V
New York, Molt, Mnrr i

1'ettit. Peyton, «.t No
Pike. Pottle, Powell, 1 i

Ritchie, Kobbiu-, K o' ii . II- >; t
-ell. Saudi'i :;e. S.kv a . S .. S

Carolina, Sii< man of New ^ :k. S i
ton, Stewart of I 'en -. e.i,
ol Louisiana. That-r, I liouip a., f
Wade, Wai'irid je V» Iki":,. H i

of Wisconsin, \Va.-:i "i , I'
of Maine, \S ii in. ami \\ o

Nayx.Messrs. Ahl, Andm ton, A» t
dale, Itarr, Rent ett, !' !! «

llrvan, Rum . Ca\auai . h. una , t
Coniteetieat, < nk<.' \i: i .i(
ratio of New York, Cornite. t < ;.i of M.
souri, Crai ol \ < iii.a. 1
Davis of Mi.--i-sip|ii, Itiuituick Howd^i!. i .

Iter, Floretu e. i! v. < <. iin j:\ (
( reenwood, Hrover, Ilail of <)i. i.llawki
Hodges, Hopkit , Jack* '!,, .lenkinf. .1
Lamar, Lately, Le'idy, Mm av. Mi Kulhin. V
Itae, Marshall of Ki nt'u ky. .\iar.-h.: ofli
Mason. Mavnard. Miller, Millson, M t i:

Niblaek. Pendleton, l!< a..in. ReiiL. >< 't,S,ing,Seward, Sliaw of Illinois, Shorter^ Smitj.
Illinois, Stephen.-. Stevenson. So .art Mi
land, Talbott. I nderwood.X aihtod; a i.Y:
Ward, Watkins, \\ hite, M liitelev.Woo \ !
son, Wortendvke.W ri-.'l.t ol (ieor; la. tit
coffer.7 f.

The Territory oj l)>n'oiah. M St«
Georgia, also, from the Cotnniitt i,
lories, reported the hill to provide f>r a, ?n
rary Governiaent in the Ten v 1
and asked its inunediote com -i' it i

Mr. Morya i, of New ^ ork. move 1 that t
bill he laid on the table; which taction ptailed.yeas LIT, na\ - <12.

Tin J\n iton/ «;/ J-if Jr. Jv.ti
also, from the Committee on Terr't : -. e

ported the bill to provide a r.eint rarj (love. ,

ment lor tin- Territon of Jefferson, ami in
the previous question, with :i view Mini.
upon its passage.
Mr. I'avis. of Indiana. moved tli.-.t r i.

on the table : which motion was agreed t >.

Lamit Jar CiJij-x..House hill jrautit..publiclands to the several S'at . win. i..\,

provide colleges for t!ie bom-fit" a|t,cl,,; .n*
and the mechanic art<. return' 1 ft i v

ate with sundry amendments, v. . i ; tuk.-i
m
The previous question being .1 1. r

ainendmeiits of the Senate w re . r

agreed to. So the bill is passed.The House next considered t S «»? s

amendments to the Indian nppr :a:U: h:
some of which were concurred iu art t «<*! >riicgntived; so that the hill uca 1 '

Senate.

For 1 be Nniiciin! l.ra.
TO ritKK IMIK.SIATKIIIANAsthe Free Proshvterian org:. at it

present without an orjaii. will tie Ti<<;t 11.
Rra- grout me the privilege of a in... -...

his paper ? I make the requt t. t 1
is no other owe paper now of gem ai tyvuiain our body.

I have been frequently applied to, within tie'
last few years, to know whether I wall j >in it:
a colony, to be settled somewhere vv, tward
Hitherto my engagements have I-en k that
1 could not well do mi. Feeling at pivt it it
to join sin It a colour, I propose to f<ein
Free J'rexl>i/terian.*t to be -ettled win r» 'r

eolonv, when formed, shall determine.
1 li»* rdiixttih u-liii'li It «1

this course are these: First. There MiendFree Presbyterian families air. adyin K
sua, Nebraska, and Iowa, wh«> are mxi'
to join such a eolom, and are now waitji ih

a inovement. Willi some of tie < I Ii iv ;

rcfpondence. Second. There as quit^ i.i

her of fragmentary churches, I;- Im |-1>
body, which have si psirnted fr i the i an

ion of Pm Slavery bodies. hut are t. ova ak to

support a minister, and often! uu r. a

from a settled minister as to l» Id a v iO '

by a ssuppty. Many of thes< Iittie < li .n uplacedunder eireumstanee- win re tla r>
to he no prospeet of their incrrti-" in >a >"

to any considerable extent: ami heti«- i
tntist he deprived ol preueliiti; t t

order,) or support a minister le- a < : t

hoavy drain upon the Mis-ionarv S,;
it is n<»t well able to hear, Could a) ti
fragments bo colleeted topethf-i in un
em location, tin y would ibmi a eoloutr
enough to lie self-ssistaiiiiujr in u!l re ;>
The advantages would he :

(I.) 'I he rid it l'oi' the Mi -'ionnrvSoi -t v f
a h< avy yearly tax upon i's tr» usury.

t'2.| fheforniiiti'itiof a self .listaimije t
and a consequent f< elinp of indut -atwhichthey in \er can f. el win e so !:. '!

pendent upon the charitic:- of tlo pulChi Tliev Would I. aide i i.'n ».

class school in then- own conn niiiit..
( I.) Tlmy would thuscnmt a 1 fin a ll

sages of society In tin old. S it. v. h U >'

vantages of cheapness of mil and t; r'n I"
tility in the \\ est.

Third. Not the l' a t of the r<»a- n. t! t i.
induced mo to make this j.r-i11«>11 J. '
such U colony would <'xerci.se a n.>st I. i.tiasx
influence in moulding the institution ot .n:

rising State or Territory, so .. to 1.'
true to the principles of treed 1 and n .'t
miss.

It is not my wi-h to w< ikeu anv 'f '

churches now enjoy in, the r. ulur a: its' 1

preaching of tin (.»<»-; 1; I t'i :

prbposiaon is not tuade to th neni :

chlnrches, hut c-c/'oY./y 1 e al »v

J Hell.
Those who w L to join ,< It .» <

write to mi' soon. If your letter r-p.i'answer, you niu<l uiel, < a taiu|i t.. ]
pottage. 1 shall want the f.llowin. p'llars :

1. Are you married, or sin I. *'

2. If you have a faiuilv, how m.un lie 1 ff

Ar» you a Free l'resiot. rian m i.' "it
regular standing, ami eonsc.iitiotolv ' I
to all the distinctive primd. t.f on
If so. how inauv members ol ...urfaii :,t

4. What occupution do \<u vp> «t ' 1

5. How soon could you -in a e< >

move westward 2
I make my suggestion to f ree I'r >yteri»M

«.>*///, not from a sectarian .uirn wn , ! "

cause, in such a colony, it dvirahi. '

all us nearly of one mind n> |Mi>sil»le.Address, W. <i. K 1:1*11 vkt,
fine fri <.}y, fiallio ""tut;. " "

" lly liiwnctn | in. un our p.. ' ' '
10 s:«v rj Tta)ittUM,u4 Stnri Umci "Ej

NOTICE TO TBAVELLERS.
Nfw Arrangement, with In- >.i>vd S
From Wiuliing'on Direct to at. t"»rn si" tlie " '

tSoutliwem. via '

Potoinuc K nlro.ui Lin*.
TW° 1*"W i'.i!»atnn f.»r t.. - <

Ho*U ...UVn i.,-i« b- rt^v t-> .1 N.I

rw * A M 7* I* MIhc Urem s«uui. r m
!k !'* 44 »' ** »hurt,-r Hixl I. I. mile* In r j:ro« :i:
than any oih. r loute
Making certain connection* to Preiimr kel'iirg. K 4

U® '*1"1 *< ' tnir*, Ya , UV .,i, mil W iwr.

j «iCl'a'linuiii, S 0 . Aun«M.(i.'ur(i» .M
and Mobile, Alu . Direct in N«« Dilrj.i< ami mi *

er" Cities and Town*
A^t*. tMMnn *t a( Ril iiiOl iI v inr D.illV1

ifle, \ irgii.ia, Ten tie*tee, and Ka-i To.re--. Hai.R ' ll
tor the >i>uttiwe-t, to
Uanvtlle. Biiatol, |)a!ton.
thtitanoo^a, lUuWvt.'it*.
Lynchburg. Kiuxvilir. Atui.i:.
NMM

Mwiirgiiic-v. and N'W Or'ran*.
Fi\r tbtougli lie k ei« in .1 liiith> ' it If i in la to: 'lie ro-i v

inquire at the Southern Picket Oilier. No C'i Pr I-;
vama aveaii*. o e <Ji)<»r eaat oi Blown'* Hotel, of o*
l-oarti itac boat' loot oi Suin airtel. I f!

UbORUK F. MATIIM-LY Ticket A^em j


